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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This Non-Final action is responsive to the RCE filed 8/29/06. 



2. 



Claims 1-28 are pending. Claims 1, 6, 1 1, 13, 18, 23 and 26 are independent claims. 



Information Disclosure Statement 



3. 



The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 8/29/06 has been entered, and considered by the examiner. 



Withdrawn Rejections 



4. The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections of claims 1.4-7, 10, 13. 16-19, 22-23 and 25-27 with cited reference of 
Parry U.S. Pub 2002/0135808 in view of Wiernik U.S. Pub 2001/0005203 has been withdrawn in light of the 
amendment. 

5. the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections of claims 11 and 12 with cited references of Pany U.S. Pub 2002/0135808 
in view of Wiernik U.S. Pub 2001/0005203 further in view of Bozdagi U.S. 6,647,535 further in view of King U.S. 
5,600.775 has been withdrawn in light of the amendment. 

6. The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections of claims 2, 8, 14, 20, 24 and 28 under 35 with cited references of Parry 
U.S. Pub 2002/0135808 in view of Wiernik U.S. Pub 2001/0005203 further in view of Bozdagi U.S. 6,647,535 further 
in view of King U.S. 5.600.775 has been withdrawn in light of the amendment. 

7. The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections of claims 3, 9, 15 and 21 with cited references of Parry U.S. Pub 
2002/0135808 in view of Wiemik U.S. Pub 2001/0005203 further in view of King U.S. 5.600.775 has been withdrawn 
in light of the amendment. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 



8. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 



Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 

subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

9. Claims 1, 4-7, 10-1 1, 13, 16-19, 22-23 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kondo (U.S. 5,713,021, filed Sep 14, 1995) in view of Kanevsky (U.S. 7,075,671, filed Sep 14, 2000). 

Regarding Independent claims 1, 13 and 23, Kondo discloses A computer-implemented method of generating a 
paper document based upon a plurality of multimedia documents storing multimedia information in electronic form, the 
method comprising: Receiving input identifying a selection criterion (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, lines 
1-17, wherein the search system includes input identifying a selection criterion for searching a portion of multimedia 
data); Analyzing the multimedia information stored by the plurality of multimedia documents to identify portions of 
multimedia information that satisfy the selection criterion, the identified portions of multimedia information including 
at least a first portion extracted from a first multimedia document from the plurality of multimedia documents and a 
second portion extracted from a second multimedia document from the plurality of multimedia documents (abstract, 
column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, lines 1-17, wherein portions of multimedia data are searched based on the users 
search data. Further column 16 lines 20-28 states "If view objects in non-sequential periods, such as the one included in 
another file of video, or the one included in non-sequential portions of video, they are grouped as the set S that is a set 
of non-sequential view objects" here Kondo at least suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more 
than one multimedia file, thereby including a second portions extracted from a second multimedia); Kondo fails to 
explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky teaches.Printing the portions of the 
multimedia information that satisfy the selection criterion . including the extracted first portion and the extracted 
second portion, on a paper medium to generate the paper document comprising a set of one or more printed pages 
(abstract, column 5, lines 55-67, wherein portions of data from multimedia based on the user criteria are printed. Has 
indicated previously Kondo suggests retrieving portions from more than one multimedia document). Both Kondo and 
Kanevsky deal with muhimedia information. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill to include printing of multimedia data. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide an additional 
device capable of displaying multimedia data in real-time when a computer cannot display the data on a display device 
due to limited availability. 

Regarding Dependent claims 4, 10, 16 and 22, Kondo teaches wherein receiving input identifying the selection 
criterion comprises: Receiving information identifying a topic of interest (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, 
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lines 1-17, wherein the search system allows the user to search based on a criteria that includes identifying a topic of 
interest). 

Regarding Dependent claims 5, 17 and 25, Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia 
data. Kanevsky teaches wherein printing the portions of the multimedia information that satisfy the selection criterion 
on the paper medium to generate the paper document comprises: Generating a printable representation for the portions 
of the multimedia information that satisfy the selection criterion (abstract, column 5, lines 55-67, wherein portions of 
data from multimedia based on the user criteria are printed. Has indicated previously Kondo suggests retrieving 
portions from more than one multimedia document); Printing the printable representation on the paper medium to 
generate the paper document (abstract, column 5, lines 55-67, wherein portions of data from multimedia based on the 
user criteria are printed.). 

Regarding Independent claims 6, 18 and 26, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from muhimedia information. 
Further he suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one multimedia file, thereby 
including a second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, lines 1-17 
& colunm 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky 
teaches A method of generating a paper document using multimedia information stored by a first multimedia document 
and a second multimedia document, the method comprising: Receiving input identifying a selection criterion; 
Accessing printable representations for the first multimedia document and the second multimedia document; Analyzing 
the printable representation for the first multimedia document to identify at least one portion of the printable 
representation that satisfies the selection criterion ; Analyzing the printable representation for the second multimedia 
document to identify at least one portion of the printable representation that satisfies the selection criterion ; Generating 
a consolidated printable representation that includes the at least one portion of the printable representation for the first 
multimedia document and the at least one portion for the second multimedia document that satisfy the selection 
criterion ; Printing the consolidated printable representation on a paper medium to generate the paper document 
comprising one or more printed pages (abstract, column 5, lines 55-67, wherein portions' of data from multimedia based 
on the user criteria are printed. Has indicated previously Kondo suggests retrieving portions from more than one 
multimedia document). Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to analyze the printed representations based on the user criteria. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
associate a portion of data from different multimedia on a single printed document based on the user specified search 
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criteria thereby saving paper by organizing multiple data on a printed representation based on a topic. 

Regarding Dependent claims 7, 19 and 27, wherein: Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from multimedia 
information. Further he suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one multimedia file, 
thereby including a second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, 
lines 1-17 & column 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. 
Kanevsky teaches Analyzing the printable representation for the first multimedia document comprises determining at 
least one page in the printable representation for the first multimedia document that comprises information that satisfies 
the selection criterion ; Analyzing the printable representation for the second multimedia document comprises 
determining at least one page in the printable representation for the second multimedia document that comprises 
information that satisfies the selection criterion; Generating the consolidated printable representation comprises 
including the at least one page from the printable representation for the first multimedia document and the at least one 
page from the printable representation for the second multimedia document in the consolidated printable representation 
(abstract, column 5, lines 55-67, wherein portions of data from multimedia based on the user criteria are printed. Has 
indicated previously Kondo suggests retrieving portions from more than one multimedia document). Therefore at the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to analyze the printed 
representations based on the user criteria. The motivation for doing so would have been to associate a portion of data 
from different multimedia on a single printed document based on the user specified search criteria thereby saving paper 
by organizing multiple data on a printed representation based on a topic. 

Regarding Independent claim 11, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from multimedia information. Further he 
suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one multimedia file, thereby including a 
second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, lines 1-17 & column 
16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky teaches A 
paper document that comprises: one or more pages, wherein at least one page of the one or more pages is imprinted 
with text information that is extracted from multimedia information stored by a plurality of multimedia documents if 
the text information satisfies a selection criterion, and wherein the at least one page is imprinted with one or more video 
frames corresponding to the text information extracted from the plurality of multimedia documents (column 5, lines 55- 
67 & abstract, column 5, lines 55-67 & column 3, lines 5-15, wherein data from portions of multimedia is converted to 
textual data based on user criteria. Further the textual data is printed. Also Kanevsky indicates that video data is 
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printed). Both Kondo and Kanevsky deal with multimedia information. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill to include printing of multimedia data. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide an additional device capable of displaying multimedia data in real-time when a computer cannot display the 
data on a display device due to limited availability. 

10. Claims 2-3, 8-9, 12, 14-15, 20-21, 24 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kondo 
(U.S. 5,713,021, filed Sep 14, 1995) in view of Kanevsky (U.S. 7,075,671, filed Sep 14, 2000) further in view of Orr (U.S. 
6,430,357, filed Sep 22, 1998). 

Regarding Dependent claims 2 and 14, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from multimedia information. 
Further he suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one multimedia file, thereby 
including a second portion extracted fi-om a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, lines 1-17 
& column 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky 
teaches wherein printing the portions of the multimedia information that satisfy the selection criterion on the paper 
medium to generate the paper document comprises: Printing text information on at least one page of the set of printed 
pages of the paper document such that words in the text information that satisfy the selection criterion are annotated; 
wherein the text information is extracted from the portions of the multimedia information (abstract, column 5, lines 55- 
67 & column 3, lines 5-15, wherein data from portions of multimedia is converted to textual data. Further the textual 
data is printed). Kanevsky does teach the textual data from portion of the multimedia information but does not include 
annotation based on the user defined criteria, Orr teaches the annotation of multimedia data including text data from 
closed caption information (column 2, lines 55-67 & column 4, lines 50-62), whereas Kanevsky teaches the user 
criteria used to extract textual data from multimedia data. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include annotation of textual data related to a portion of multimedia data. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow navigation to specific portions of multimedia data based on the 
annotated data. 

Regarding Dependent claims 3 and 15, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from multimedia information. 
Further he suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one multimedia file, thereby 
including a second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, tines 1-17 
& column 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky . 
teaches wherein printing the portions of the multimedia information that satisfy the selection criterion on the paper 
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medium to- generate the paper document comprises: Printing one or more video frames on at least one page of the set of 
printed pages of the paper document such that at least one video frame that satisfies the selection criterion is annotated, 
wherein the one or more video frames are extracted from the portions of the multimedia information (column 5, lines 
55-67, wherein the user chooses one section of the video to print based on the criteria selected by the user). Kanevsky 
does teach printing of data including video data from a portion of the multimedia information but does not include 
annotation based on the user defined criteria. Orr teaches the annotation of the video information (column 1, lines 55- 
62). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include annotation of 
video data related to a portion of multimedia data. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow navigation to 
specific portions of multimedia data based on the annotated data. 

Regarding Dependent claims 8 and 20, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from multimedia information. 
Further he suggests that portions of muhimedia data can be retrieved for more than one multimedia file, thereby 
including a second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, lines 1-17 
& column 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky 
teaches wherein printing the consolidated printable representation on the paper medium to generate the paper document 
comprises: Printing text information on at least one page of the one or more printed pages of the paper document such 
that words in the text information that satisfy the selection criterion are annotated (abstract, column 5, lines 55-67 & 
column 3, lines 5-15, wherein data from portions of multimedia is converted to textual data. Further the textual data is 
printed). Kanevsky does teach the textual data from portion of the multimedia information but does not include 
annotation based on the user defined criteria. Orr teaches the annotation of multimedia data including text data from 
closed caption information (column 2, lines 55-67 & column 4, lines 50-62), whereas Kanevsky teaches the user 
criteria used to extract textual data from multimedia data. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include annotation of textual data related to a portion of multimedia data. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow navigation to specific portions of multimedia data based on the 
annotated data. 

Regarding Dependent claims 9 and 21, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from multimedia information. 
Further he suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one multimedia file, thereby 
including a second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55-67 & column 2, lines 1-17 
& column 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky 
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teaches wherein printing the consolidated printable representation on the paper medium to generate the paper document 
comprises: Printing one or more video frames on at least one page of the one or more printed pages of the paper 
document such that at least one video frame of the one or more video frames that satisfies the selection criterion is 
annotated (column 5, lines 55-67, wherein the user chooses one section of the video to print based on the criteria 
selected by the user). Kanevsky does teach printing of data including video data from a portion of the multimedia 
information but does not include annotation based on the user defined criteria. Orr teaches the annotation of the video 
information (column 1, lines 55-62). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include annotation of video data related to a portion of multimedia data. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow navigation to specific portions of multimedia data based on the annotated data. 



Regarding Dependent claim 12, with dependency of claim 1 1, Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the 
portions of multimedia data. Kanevsky teaches the printing of multimedia data based on a user defined criteria (column 
5, lines 55-67 & abstract, column 5, lines 55-67 & column 3, lines 5-15, wherein data from portions of multimedia is 
converted to textual data. Further the textual data is printed). Kanevsky fails to explicitly teach extraction of textual 
data from the closed caption information of the multimedia data. Orr teaches wherein the text information is extracted 
from closed-caption text information or audio information included in the multimedia information stored by the 
plurality of multimedia documents and the one or more video frames are extracted from video information included in 
the multimedia information stored by the plurality of documents (column 2, lines 55-67, wherein text data is extracted 
from closed caption data). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
obtain textual data from closed caption data. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow navigation to 
specific portions of multimedia data based on the annotated text. 

Regarding Dependent claim 24, with dependency of claim 23, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from 
multimedia information. Further he suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one 
multimedia file, thereby including a second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55- 
67 & column 2, lines 1-17 & column 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of 
multimedia data. Kanevsky teaches wherein the code for printing the portions of the multimedia information that 
satisfy the selection criterion on the paper medium to generate the paper document comprises: Code for printing text 



Application/Control Number: 10/001,891 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2178 

information on at least one page of the set of printed pages of the paper document such that words in the text 
information that satisfy the selection criterion are annotated, wherein the text information is extracted from the portions 
of the multimedia information; Code for printing one or more video frames on the at least one page such that at least 
one video frame that satisfies the selection criterion is annotated, wherein the one or more video frames are extracted 
from the portions of the multimedia information (column 5, lines 55-67, wherein the user chooses one section of the 
video to print based on the criteria selected by the user). Kanevsky does teach printing of data including video data 
from a portion of the multimedia information but does not include annotation based on the user defined criteria. On* 
teaches the annotation of the video/text information (colunrm 1, lines 55-62). At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include annotation of video/textual data related to a portion of 
multimedia data. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow navigation to specific portions of multimedia 
data based on the annotated data. 



Regarding Dependent claim 28, with dependency of claim 26, Kondo teaches selecting portions of data from 
multimedia information. Further he suggests that portions of multimedia data can be retrieved for more than one 
multimedia file, thereby including a second portion extracted from a second multimedia (abstract, column 1, lines 55- 
67 & column 2, lines 1-17 & column 16 lines 20-28). Kondo fails to explicitly teach the printing of the portions of 
multimedia data. Kanevsky teaches wherein the code for printing the consolidated printable representation on the paper 
medium to generate the paper document comprises: Code for printing text information on at least one page of the one 
or more printed pages of the paper document such that words in the text information that satisfy the selection criterion 
are annotated; Code for printing one or more video frames on at least one page of the one or more printed pages of the 
paper document such that at least one video frame of the one or more video frames that satisfies the selection criterion 
is annotated (column 5, lines 55-67, wherein the user chooses one section of the video to print based on the criteria 
selected by the user). Kanevsky does teach printing of data including video data from a portion of the multimedia 
information but does not include annotation based on the user-defined criteria. Orr teaches the annotation of the 
video/text information (column 1, lines 55-62). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include annotation of video/textual data related to a portion of multimedia data. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow navigation to specific portions of multimedia data based on the 
annotated data. 
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// is noted that any citation [fsJJ to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and any 
interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any wfay. A reference is relevant for all it 
contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art, 
[[See, MPEP 2123]] 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to 
Manglesh M. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-5937. The examiner can normally be reached on M,F 8:30-6:00 T,TH 
8:30-3:00 Wed 8:30-7:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be 
reached on (571)272-4124. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toil-free), 

Manglesh M. Patel 

Patent Examiner ^ 
November 9, 2006 y /7i - 



Response to Arguments 



11. 



Applicant's arguments filed 8/29/06 have been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejections. 



273-8300. 




CESAR RAJLA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



